Remarks 

Claim Status 

Claims 1-8 are cancelled. 

Claims 9, 10, 15 and 16 are currently amended. Applicants respectfiilly request the entry 
of these amendments, as they do not introduce any new issues that would require further 
consideration and/or search of the claims. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the foregoing amendments do not introduce any new 
subject matter to the application. With the present amendments, there are thirteen claims 
pending, namely claims 9-21 . 

Claims Rejections - 35 USC 112. first paragraph fWritten Description) 

Claims 9-11, 15-17 and 21 are rejected under 35 USC 112, first paragraph, as lacking 

adequate written description in the specification. Specifically, the Examiner alleges on page 2 of 

the Office Action that: 

[t]he specification discloses phospho-peptides between 15 and 100 amino acids, 
20 to 50 amino acids, and 30 to 40 amino acids (page 15, lines 5-7). However, 
there is no written description of phospho-peptides specifically between 15 and 60 
amino acids, as currently amended into claims 9 and 15. The specifically recited 
60 amino acid end point does not flow naturally from the ranges disclosed, or the 
specification as a whole. 

Office Action, page 2. In order that the record is complete. Applicants note that this allegation 
was initially raised in a phone call from the Examiner to Applicants' representative on October 
25, 2007. No resolution was made at that time regarding this issue. 

Claims 9 and 15 are currently amended to recite that the phospho-peptide is 15-50 amino 
acids in length. Support for this subject matter flows naturally from page 15 (lines 4-6) of the 
original specification, which discloses invention embodiments incorporating peptides of 15-100 
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residues and 20-50 residues. Skilled artisans would readily acknowledge support for the 15-50 
amino acid range by referring to these expressly disclosed ranges. In view of these amendments, 
Applicants respectfully submit that this rejection is overcome. 
Claims Rejections - 35 USC 112, second paragraph 

Claims 10 and 16 are rejected under 35 USC 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite. 
Specifically, the Examiner alleges that these claims lack clarity for reciting SEQ ID NOsil and 2 
in an alternative manner, when both of these sequences are required by the recitations of base 
claims 9 and 15. 

As currently amended, claims 10 and 16 recite that the variant sequence comprises both 
SEQ ID NOs:l and 2. In view of these amendments, Applicants respectfully submit that this 
rejection is overcome. 



No fee is believed to be due in relation to this response. However, the Commissioner is 
hereby authorized to charge any underpayment of fees to Howrey LLP Deposit Account No. 08- 
3038/1 1362.0016.DVUS01. 



Respectfiilly submitted, 



Customer No. 23369 
HOWREY LLP 




1111 Louisiana, 25th Floor 
Houston, TX 77002 
713. 787. 1400 (phone) 
703. 336. 6950 (fax) 



Dennis R. Chesire 
Reg. No. 57,452 
Agent for Assignee 



INNOGENETICS N.V. 
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